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Dear Harold, 

Epsteinkery ! 

What a marvelous term, and one that you may consider 
appropriated as of this moment. It may even become legend- 
ary . 

Seriously, I thank you/jthe obvious time you have taken 
to write me, in your letter of 9/25, on a subject that 
clearly is no great pleasure for you to address. My feeling 
is not at all that I bypassed you in my revision process but 
rather that I welcome what you have to say at this point . I 
would not waste your time, or insult you, by sending any- 
thing that had progressed beyond the point where it could be 
revised. Anything that we agree needs revision in Chapter IX 
will certainly be revised. The key point, I suspect, is 
going to be what we can agree on. 

I will be as frank with you as you have been with me, 
since obviously we can both appreciate the good sense of 
such an approach. Most of your letter has to do with points 
that, try as I may to find them, simply are not in the 
chapter. The chapter does not suggest that the Soviets 
killed Kennedy; I point out that two critics and writers in 
the field have adopted that thesis. My aim in the chapter is 
to present in readable fashion as many of the mysterious 
points about Oswald's life that I can find. I have simply 
reported the business about Oswald's weekend passes (very 
briefly) and a reader is completely welcome to any interpre- 
tation he pleases--and yours is that the passes were irrele- 
vant. While you could be exactly right about this, I have no 
way of knowing for sure and am not uncomfortable reporting 
just this. You may be sure, though, that I am going to tell 
Sis si Maleki about your reservations to be sure that she 
takes an extra careful look at that point. 

As for my "retailing" of Epstein, Harold, it simply 
is not so. 

As I wrote you in April, my aim is to avoid the Nosenko 
question as best I can. My presentation of it in Chapter IX 
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is, to the best of my ability, a report that the man came; 
some said he was a phoney; some believed him; the latter 
group won out and prevail to this day. I don't even say what 
I think about all of it because I do not want to burden this 
book with analysis of a question that will probably remain 
long after we are all gone. While you may happen to know 
what I think of the matter from my earlier writings , it has 
nothing to do with my presentation here. I have asked Sissi 
to look carefully to be sure that I have come down on neither 
side . 



I really do not know where on earth, in Chapter IX, you 
got the idea that I suggested that the Soviets would have 
preferred LBJ over JFK. I didn't say it and I don't think 
it. I really believe you are addressing a point that simply 
is not in the chapter. As for what was going on between 
Kennedy and Castro, I intend to address that in the chapter 
on Cuba, along with details of the plots against Castro, 
etc. I really am at a loss about why you bring all of that 
up, since it is not in my chapter. 

The purpose of the chapter Is to report all of the ways 
I can find that people have dug^over the years to suggest 
Oswald's intelligence connections. If I have left some out, 

I am anxious to know what they are so they can be included. 

I personally am not sure there is anyone in the public 
domain who has any firm facts on just what Oswald was up to, 
and I certainly have no intention of making the slightest 
pretense that I know. However, it is my opinion that something 
was going on, and I hope that my readers can do their own 
speculation . 

It occurs to me that maybe your real argument with the 
chapter is the approach. I gather that because the two main 
thrusts of your letter pertain to points that are not treat- 
ed fully in the chapter. As a writer, you know better than I 
that each of us has to decide what he is going to do, what 
he is going to try to impart, how he is going to try to im- 
part it and at the same time keep as many readers as pos- 
sible sticking with the narrative. There will be endless 
disagreement- -particularly among writers- -about the best way 
to do this. This disagreement, though, does not diminish nne 
whit my respect for your opinions and observations on points 
in my material . 

I greatly look forward to having your annotated copy 
of IX, and your approach is just fine. Again, let me thank you 
for your vigorous attention and consideration. 




